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SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION
Washington, D.C. 20549

FORM 6−K

Report of foreign Private Issuer

Pursuant to Rule 13a − 16 or 15d − 16 of

the Securities Exchange Act of 1934

For the month of February, 2008

Commission File Number: 0−3003

THOMSON

46 quai A. Le Gallo

92648 Boulogne Cedex

Indicate by check mark whether the registrant files or will file annual reports under cover of Form 20−F or Form 40−F.

Form 20−F     Form 40−F 

Indicate by check mark if the registrant is submitting the Form 6−K in paper as permitted by Regulation S−T Rule 101 (b) (1): 

Note: Regulation S−T Rule 101 (b) (1) only permits the submission in paper of a Form 6−K if submitted solely to provide an attached annual report

to security holders.

Indicate by check mark if the registrant is submitting the Form 6−K in paper as permitted by Regulation S−T Rule 101 (b) (7): 

Note: Regulation S−T Rule 101 (b) (7) only permits the submission in paper of a Form 6−K if submitted to furnish a report or other document that

the registrant foreign private issuer must furnish and make public under the laws of the jurisdiction in which the registrant is incorporated, domiciled or

legally organized (the registrant’s “home country”), or under the rule of the home country exchange on which the registrant’s securities are traded, as long

as the report or other document is not a press release, is not required to be and has not been distributed to the registrant’s security holders, and, if discussing

a material event, has already been subject of a Form 6−K submission or other Commission filing on EDGAR.

Indicate by check mark whether the registrant by furnishing the information contained in this Form is also thereby furnishing the information to the

Commission pursuant to Rule 12g3−2(b) under the Securities Exchange Act of 1934.

Yes      No 

If “yes” is marked, indicate below the file number assigned to the registrant in connection with Rule 12g3−2(b) : 82− ______
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− Thomson Group –
NOTES TO THE UNAUDITED CONSOLIDATED FINANCIAL STATEMENTS

STV Asia, LTD v. Premier Retail Network

On March 2, 2006 STV Asia, LTD (“STV”) filed suit in the U.S. District Court for the Northern District of
California against Premier Retail Networks (“PRN"), Thomson subsidiary since August 2005, alleging that
PRN’s “in store media network” infringes two U.S. patents allegedly owned by STV. On May 15, 2007, the
parties, including the Securityholder Agent for the former PRN shareholders, entered into agreements fully
resolving all claims which were the subject of the lawsuit without any material impact for the group.

Rembrandt Technologies v. Fox Entertainment and NBC

In December of 2006, Rembrandt Technologies filed separate lawsuits against Fox and NBC in the U.S.
District Court for the District of Delaware. Each suit alleges that defendants Fox and NBC infringe U.S. Patent
5,243,627 entitled “Signal Point Interleaving Technique” (the “’627 patent”) by its transmission, or receipt and
retransmission, over Fox and NBC television systems, of digital terrestrial broadcast signals that comply with
the ATSC digital television standard. Both Fox and NBC have subsequently demanded that Thomson defends
and indemnifies them in each case, alleging that Rembrandt’s infringement allegations are in essence based
upon digital television transmission equipment sold to Fox and NBC by Thales Broadcast and Multimedia, a
business which Thomson acquired in December 2005 from Thales (a French group, listed on the Euronext
market). While Thomson has made no commitment with respect to Fox and NBC’s demands for indemnity in
the event of a settlement or judgment against them, Thomson has agreed, subject to certain conditions and
restrictions, to fund a portion of the defense costs in each case. The cases are scheduled for trial in October
2009 and are being vigorously defended.

Cathode Ray Tubes Investigations

On November 28, 2007, Thomson Inc. received a subpoena issued on behalf of the Antitrust Division of the
U.S. Department of Justice (“DOJ”) investigating alleged anticompetitive conduct in the Cathode Ray Tubes
(“CRT”) industry, including Color Picture Tubes (“CPT”) and Color Display Tubes (“CDT”) businesses.  On
January 9, 2008 Thomson received a request under art 18(2) of Council Regulation n°1/2003 from the
European Commission (the “EU”) also relating to the CRT industry.  In addition, class action law suits
asserting private antitrust claims against Thomson (and other companies currently or formerly in the CRT
industry) have been filed on January 28, 2008 in the United States in the District of New Jersey. Thomson
sold its “CPT” business in 2005 and never had activity in the CDT business. It is Thomson's policy to conduct
business in full compliance with all applicable competition laws.  The Company is taking appropriate
measures to respond to the subpoena and the EU request.
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SIGNATURE

Pursuant to the requirements of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934, the registrant has duly caused this report to be signed on its behalf by the

undersigned, thereunto duly authorized.

Date: February 15, 2008

By: /s/ Julian Waldron

Name: Julian Waldron

Title: Senior Executive Vice President, Chief Financial Officer
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